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VEGLIGENCE — RES IPSA — 
The res ipsa loquitur doctrine 
s applicable where an auto- 
mobile in the exclusive control 



































"2 

“ of defendant unexplainedly 
ros-es the highway to the left 
side and strikes a pole. 

_The allegation and proof by 
plaintiff of specific acts of 
negligence of the defendant 
loes not preclude his addi- 
tional reliance on the res ipsa 
loctrine where it is applicable. 

_—Plaiitiff makes out a prima 
facic case when he establishes 
1 case Within the res ipsa doc- 
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Sees Need For High 


Court Ruling on Noise 
Made by Room Air 
Conditioners 


NEW YORK AC CN) — Need 
for a high i ruling on the 
question of n e made by room 
alr conditions wa asserted by 
New York City Magistrate Al- 
bert D. Schanzer as a case in- 
volving the issue was brought 
into his irt in the Flatbush 
section of B Klyn 


talled 1 t ar ht 


Brooklyn Magistrate Schanzer 
Said. “The iestion arises: How 


ar can a } n go to get his 
wn person mfort at the ex- 
pense of his neighbor? This is a 
erlous matte which must be 
legally dete 1ed by a court of 


Pally 


ast resort 





The magistrat ybservation 
was made M Esther Ger- 
shberg, a B Klyn resident, ob- 
tained a sum! for her neigh- 
bor, Sam Arkow. who it develop- 
ed, had a three-quarter ton air 
conditioner at his bedroom win- 


dow. Mrs. Gershberg complained 
that the machine kept her and 
her family from sleeping be- 
cause of the noise it made. 
Magistrate Schanzer pr senna 
ed Mrs. Gershberg to draw a 
I her canes 
under Section 435.5.0 of the Ad- 
ministrative Code, which forbids 
“unreasonably loud, disturbing 
and unnecessary noise.” 


‘Air conditioners are being in- 
[ throughout 


The Effects A Misdirected Statutory Notice Has. 
Upon Jurisdiction of The Tax Court 


By Porter E. Hartman* 

The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, upon determining the 
existence of a tax deficiency, is 
required by Section 272 of the I.R. 
C. to send the taxpayer a defi- 
ciency notice, commonly called 
the 90-day letter. The taxpayer 
is deemed to be the person liable 
for payment of the tax.’ The Bu- 
reau of Internal Revenue is such 
a large organization and deals 
vith so many millions of taxpay- 
ers that inevitably some of its 
correspondence, including defi- 
i ’ notices, is misdirected. 








Arbitration No Menace 
To Their Security, 
Lawyers Told by Judge 


LOS ANGELES (A CCN) 
Arbitration offers no “menace” 
to the professional or financial 
security of lawyers, Superior 
Court Judge Stanley Mosk told 
members of the Lawyers’ club at 
their weekly iuncheon meeting. 

Speaking on the topic, “The 
Lawyers’ Stake in Arbitration,” 
Judge Mosk cited figures com- 
piled by the American Arbitra- 
tion Assn. showing that repre- 
sentation by counsel in commer- 
cial arbitration matters had in- 
creased from 36 per cent in 1926 
to 82 per cent in 1946. In labor 
arbitration, lawyer participation 
is over 91 per cent 


“The lawyer who has given 
arbitration a fair opportunity 
finds no menace to his profes- 
sional security,’ Judge Mosk de- 
clared. “On the contrary, he may 
experience in organized tribun- 
als, standard rules of procedure, 
favorable arbitration laws, 
available qualified arbitrators 
and comfortable hearing rooms, 
opportunity for the practice of 
arbitration which ultimately 
may have as large a role in his 
total program as have court 
trials. 

“Many lawyers have experi- 
enced not only advantage to 
their clients in commercial arbi- 
tration because of its dispatch, 
but utility to themselves 

“This is found not only in the 
speed with which arbitration is 
handled and determined, but the 
convenience in setting hearings 
when and where he wants them, 
subject, of course, to the equal 
convenience of his adversary 

“Lawyers who have had prior 
misgivings over fees in arbitra- 
tion matters for the most part 
been disabused of those 

A client who has been 
both the inconvenience of 
slay before trial, and a 
tiresome trial itself, and who has 
enced a less protracted 
expedient arbitration pro- 
ling, may well consider the 


ha 
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result ichieved sufficient to 
ustify a thoroughly adequate 
yunsel fee.’ 


Dates Set for Attorney's 
and Counsellor's 
October Exams 


The State Bar Examiners an- 
nounce that the October Attor- 
ney’s Examination will be held 
on October 13th and 14th at 
Trenton at a place to be an- 
nounced. Those intending to 
take the exantination must file 
their notice of intention by Aug- 
ust 13th. 

The Examiners also announce 
that the October Counsellor’s 
Examination will be given Oct- 
ober 27th and 28th at Trenton 
at a place to be announced. 


notice will have wu 
Court’s jurisdiction 
to see what has } 

past. A familiarity 
Court’s history makes i 
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the 1942 Act which ffic 
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Of the many ways a deficiency 
notice may be misdirected, this 
article will consider only the 
more common. 


A deficiency notice is said to be 
misdirected when it is not for- 
warded by registered m< an when 
it is addressed to the wrong per- 
son, or when it is sent to other 
than the correct address. Since 
the 90-day or 150-day period be- 
gins when the deficiency letter is 
delivered into the custody of the 
post office officials or placed in 
a government letter box for 
transmission by mail,? it is im- 
portant to the taxpayer that he 
receive the notice promptly if he 
is to have ample time for filing 
a petition with the Tax Court. 
In numerous instances the gov- 
ernment has lost large sums of 
rightful revenue through failure 
to comply with the statutory re- 
quirements for mailing the de- 
ficiency notice’ and through fail- 
ure to correct the error within 
the statutory period of assess- 
ment.' 

A reading of many cases con- 
cerned the effects of a misdirect- 
ed notice upon the day vans 
of the Tax Court brings Pioei facts 
sharply into focus: rst, he 
court’s interpretation - Section 
272, and, second, the significance 
of the particular facts of each 
individual case. This article 
makes no attempt to discuss and 
reconene the hundreds of isola- 
ted cases that fringe the problem 
of misdirected notices, but con- 
siders the important cases that 
have contributed to the accepted 
body of law dealing with this 
problem. 

The courts have not attempted 
*” formulate definite rules which 

vould automatically solve cases 
misdirected defi- 
ts; but. by kKeep- 


tne Statute and 


dautioa 


ciency 
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the other on the facts and cir- 
cumstances of each case, the 
courts have successfully built up 


a body of judicial rules and pre- 
cepts safeguarding the rights ot 
the taxpayer and at the same 
time assuring the government 
adequate protection of its rev 
enue. 


HISTORICAL NOTE 


To understand the present or 
future effect that a misdi rected 
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emely careful in 

its jurisdic- 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS: NEGLIGENCE — COMMUNIC- U. = District Court Decisions § 


es ABLE DISEASES — One who 
HUSBAND & WIFE — Where! Feb. 14. 1952 respondent and ap- negligently exposes another to 
parties go through a ceremon-_ pellant began to live together in an infectious or contagious 
ial marriage in good faith Florida as husband and wife. disease, such as tuberculosis, 
without knowledge of an exist- The relationship was meretrici- which such other thereby con- 
ing impediment to their mar- ous. tracts, is liable in damages 








Patents serving the U. S. Attorn 
In this patent infringement the District in which the 
suit plaintiff claims its rights 38 brought, and on the age 
under a patent first obtained in Serving an officer, genera 
or agent authorized to 








riage, and then continue to Thereafter, and prior to March therefor. Switzerland and then in the ese eigen a een al 
live together as man and wife 9th, respondent received a letter United States. The Swiss patent | FFOCess Bah pte BLES ; 
: ‘ s PNit rec veda LLer re ~ kRarow . vayEe : : ; Se sar to 
NEGLIGENCE — COMMUNIC- | was obtained by a corporation on made and sery fy 





after the impediment or bar ‘rom Kirkpatrick saving respon- : : s " 

oo _——. rom Hirkpatrick saying Tespon-|" see Beer AGES..£ AD 
to their valid marriage is re- dent’s allotment from the Gov- AND TENANT_( h red 
moved, their marriage is valid ernment was discontinued be-| ‘™ -NANT—One who rents 
and legal from the time the cause they had been divorced 


behalf of the inventor. The U.S./ ‘Me 2g was attemp 


: ’ patent was applied for by 
premises to another knowing; the inventor. Defendant claims 


that the premises are infected the patent is invalid as it was al- 



































































































impediment or bar is removed, Respondent had prior thereto ith contavieus disease ies i ee eee : 
without new or special action entered her appearance in a di- with contagious disease germs ready “prior art and cites a a 10 
on theiy part. vorce action instituted in Texas which render them dangerous U.S. patent application by L. & wae = 
er ee ae : . a = . > : whic , yhandoned « S 
Digested from an opinion by, py Kirkpatrick. Then on March without disclosing = fact, is) M.. whi schomiseipiageie ae 6 
Francis, J.C.C., rendered June 29, 9 the parties hereto entered into liable” in damages for injury | proof of art, among others. |” bu 
1953. Appellate Div. Tegenberg Vv. 4 ceremonial marriast resulting from the contracting Held: 30 U:S:C. Sec. 32) ** th 
Joo. f Mi . 8 8 a cere} ial marriage. : F ; : vice to b 
Tegenberg. For respondent—Mil- ; } ,.,.,| Of the disease by the tenant or the date of effectiveness of the ** eee side Pvadlgon m 
ton T. Lasher. For appellant A short time later responden a member of his family. U.S. patent application of plain- ° Proper ast st 
Da ae } i aig ciel sal silence received a copy of the Texas di- , tiff is the date of the filinc of im New Jersey. The a ; th 
David Cohn vorce decree and it showed the Digested from an opinion by} +p, nnlication } Swi service itside the Dist 
Plaintiff obtained an order in... 2 Oa . : ; ,, ee appicavon for the swiss "2 . ; Sek ods in 
‘ ee divorce judgment was entered| Goldmann S.J.A.D., rendered itent. This applies to anv un- Cfficacious. Complaint di y 
Juvenile and Domestic Relations Snags fs +3 ea tt 99 1055 ‘ fail. sc. prapllieg a cars Chin feast ee *k Of jurisdiction ar p 
Court i tion und NIS March 20. The parties continued | June 29, 1953. Appellate Div. Earle patents issued prior to ! k irisdictio ; d 
oul In an actlon under NJ... , | .) 1 +3 . ene ‘oe 1] + . r > f 
DA:4-1844 ee oe jant, ® live together in Florida untii)v. Kuklo. For appellants—J. Mor-! Jan. 1, 1953 and would apply to P* . 
af -lotl airec ins Gen ndant June 15 when thev moved to New timer Rubenstein nlaintiff’s patent a ley v. R.FC. Civil 
to support plaintiff and their OLE IN OT ERATE ie : ig aes tp ; ( y Judy —Al 
‘hild. Defendant appeals seek- a basses ih OP a ete eae waite Jpeat trom an order L.& M EEG Can i 19 1952 
; ee wrgtg ter os They d together here until] their complaint for fail- ered of of prior at AU, Ly00 a 
ing reversal of this order on the Sent. 27 when respondent feds SF GPs ech eng n a, DPN EET GE Reel ae ae in 
round that he is not the legal, [°P™ <f Whe Tesponcems -.. [ure to set forth a cause of ac-|An abandoned prior patent ap- tio 
ail ol sondent because 2PPeliant because of his alleged} tion plication is not proof of prior State Bar Group ° ; 
1usband of respondent because : ? 2 . 
m i oo, s}ty 17 yt nl ++ U4 1 ear tc . ° e¢ 
eir marriage was void ab initio. | * a 1 i i, KS ; The mplaint alleges that de-| °° ws ae Peay a Study Labor Arbitr: tion thi 
: feld: The i at] ¢., + a iad +.,,,| practice in this country her = 
Respondent was previously) ., Sat aoe dae |fendant is the owner of a two] Fe ee hare Problems a) 
r er mats ab! < aAITUCS CACosill Ua & f y x | +} as i 4 1 p i tICrt 
married to one Kirkpa rick. They iit aa da nied SORE OM CC es the eee a siti ees va 
separated. He remained in Texas! """” ~ tment with ne neg b N J S i 
} + 4 Aart } 5+ Uno ma ) ie f S ) bs g 
She went to Florida. About , . On June f¥ f ha mmi 
om nS | SReR S ! ( |} 99 )5 } ; econd : ress a ; aii STO! 
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a Sie op ost 4 ae al Va Kn mM or Snouid nay Civ 425.5] On}? ) h Judoe 1 Tis a 
profitably Newe ¢ msent lal ae _ ten pitas 3 Bee, J & i ral nn Sala 
? the ) } ) ivine after th keg ara A228 vi arelli Jul i+ 1953 gu t n f arbitration 
to removal] of the impediment. This ; Se ee oe erg } e) vhen the 
latest rate of Florida Def 7 nn Seer : Sarees sha i RP + | In the near future. He 
per annum N . e fact that ther "105¢ pe o¢ Vas ! i 1 t 
itionship between these parties Soh eae ee tee 
Funds Insured up to $10,000 ater miamibeiniatn am, § eee: & isclose the ec 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality ig Mgt <i Rea AMR aE RET i Rg TN and allowed herself to come in 
\ t the validation oi tneir cere- 
Transactions may be handled by mail , . rriace undertaken in| ©!05 ersona contac with 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage faith -when:the impediment |'f "7? nen 
ee ieee ep eee ees tbe eae tad. Dat aS a result the antant a 
Your account or inquiry invited no prior suosisting Marria ; tiff contracted tuberculosis 2 
was removed. The original re-;*{Sr*. RT EL OEM ek ME ERE 
pies ue aa terminated ,! Plaintiff infant seeks damages 
i 1OVsill Waals MUWMAaALea Ul . P - 3 i 
soucht to be when the parties |! pain and we ring and per- 
; es 2 manent injury he parents de- 
In good falth went nrougt . eee 
SAVINGS and Loan Assn. <ges Atendine Mand damages for hospital and 
‘ mal nt I : ee 
40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. Se pee ecia RG ENE ag and loss o : 
Mitchelt 2-3650 cielo ania ae : : 
Philip Klein, President Ready Castle item n infectious dis i 
. 3 fail i211 € 40US QisCast 5 
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NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION nieces 
Y ° yee ‘ er tas e person to 
Specializing in the Execution of oi tease. 
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Fiduciary and Court Bonds ; is an 
@ nfect di Infection is Minton 
60 PARK PLACE, NEWARK Mitchell 2-220 By osusiiy due to the inhalation of Albert K. BP 
sputum coughed into the emil Oxfeld, Wi 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


PROPERTY — STOP NO- 
BUILDING CON- 


The contractc 


or abandon 
job on Feb. 15, 1952 


REAL 
TICES 


leaving 


ed the 
the 


TRACTS — Where there is an building incomplete. At that time 
unpaid balance under a con- respondent had al lready paid out 
struction contract the claim of $14,683.06 leaving a balance of 














an owner who expends money $2516.94 if the work had been 
to complete structure after de- completed 

fault of the contractor is sup- s subcontract ith 
erior to that of stop notice or was for poi for 
claimants. xtures and plumbing 
_—Payments made ky the owner work was artiall 
to the contractor or material- finished when h contractor 
men or others in advance of Quit. On Feb. 19 appe t filed 
the schedule called for by the his stop notice for $1495 

building contract are made at It was s ed that it cos 
the owner’s peril and will re- respondent 10 to nple 
mai a part of the fund for the buildin: 

ste notice claimants unless At the close of the trial. re- 
the contractor before the fil- ondent’s motion for judgment 
ing of the stop notice has com- = ag sncniaal and ere ntiftt ¥ a 
pleted the work necessary to eals oar itnenes ag 
just fy that payment under 

the building contract. Held: The gene le is tha 
_in -wner may not fraction the Pee mae x : nats “ coe : ; 
sch: duled payments called for ;.o¢+ the elain See 

in e contract and pay a por- sf is anes ) yn pl te he 


tion of an instalment predicat- co -jjptijro 4 : en ae 
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part a particular phase of! paternity, he would like to testi- 
the wu |fy further “concerning an as- 
Ho ‘r, if, after advance| sumption that the mother’s blood 
payme and before the filing} has avery rare and unusual sero- 
of the stop notice, the contrac-|logic makeup”. The court refused 
tor jetes or substantially W@ permit the doctor’s supple- 
the work necessary to} mentary qualifying testimony 
j require that payment] and defendant contends this was 
in ntract, the owner’s/error. The testimony which Dr. 
iabil reduced to the extent] Levine sought to offer was to ex- 
her though the payment | plain the failure to exclude pa- 
r it the stage called|ternity on the basis of the tests 
or l *t. The doing|known and theretofore accept- 
yt k yt within the}ed and to explain some allegedly 
ar ye Or phase of con-| new scientific discoveries in the 
stru ple of which | field which might have a bear- 
wo payment,/ing on the paternity question 
wou ever, accomplish} and might indicate exclusion. 
Natl 
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€ [or 
demal 


over demand 


as neariy 


use the sched- | Heid: According to the scien- 
tract was not| “fie experts. at least until 1939, 

So f the pay-|” ood Prouping tes were only 
nstitute aq-| Usable to prove non-paternity 

ertain cases; that is. it was rec- 


pparently 


enized that by tl 





ractor before F WRK ie 
before plain- pa ernity mign be exciuaedad 1n 

filed. those cases where the genes fail- 
AS 4 cu 


Con- é 
l!ed to match other 


lusive 


, Dut tnat in all 


tests were Inconc 
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aisOdursements 


“ases tne 
ala 


non 


red advance 
the defendant 
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| 
| +} . + - 
eltner patern- 
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nd 
ana 


Hey 


not prove 
paternity. 
statute R.S. 2A: 
this limitation on the ef- 
fectiveness of 


or 


83 ree 
63-2 LeCCOS 


Out 


nizes 


ne payment 
‘e. Defendant | 
yn completion | 
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blood grouping 


er. Defendant} tests and has declared as a mat- 

or $2500 on this| ter of public policy that in pro- 
thheld $800 pending | ceedings involving the parentage 
It was never com-|of a child, the court may order 
being no right to|the parties to submit to blood 





the 
as to the 


that 
expert 


grouping tests and 
timony of the 


nents, the $2500 is 
ment and henee| 


tac 
te@s- 


as being still in| result of the test shall be receiv- 
ds. This would} able in evidence “but only in 
! in hand to at|cases where definite exclusion - 


$5016.94 and would leave] parentage of child is indicatec 


plaintiff’s claim.|In all the decisions of our court 
hould therefore not| touching on the use or admis- 
endant’s motion | sibility of evidence of the result 


a matter of law,|of blood grouping tests, it has 


ippellant’s claim was]| been confined to those instances 
ypellant is not en-| provided in the _ statute, ie., 
idgment as a matter| Where the results definitely in- 


dicate exclusion of paternity 


here is the ques- 


; . oft Where a specific advan ‘eme nt 
stop notice 1S} has been made which works with 
tement of the 


some degree of accuracy but ani 


e, as contended by de-| infallibly, and that advancement 
ISA. 24-44-77 re-| has ores legislative sanction 

p notice shall} for use evidentially, then such 

amount due and evidential aia must be employed 
tying the amount! with the utmost caution and only 





This is not} to the degree sanctioned by the 





in the stop notice 


a manda » set forth the) jesislature. It may be that new 
| SGU AOSOlute accuracy.) scientific knowledge justifies an 
| But where the amount specified| amendment of the 1939 statute. 
eliucth f the actual debt.) But for this court to permit the 
| the burden is on the stop notice] yroferred testimony would be to 
iemgenin SARE the exceS- | violate the statute and result in 

ere oe Page he result Of| judicial legislation. 
| ¢ carelessn¢ and that the mis- ae 
[take had been made notwith- In view of the fact that Dr. 
| standing the use of reasonable| Levine testified that “the — 
ieffort to ascertain the exact|in this case show no exclusion” 
| amou due An unexplained there was no error in refusing to 
| permit him to testify further 


ed on the completed part of contractor superior to that 
the particular phase of the of; oop notice imants. The 
wor<; such payment is an ad- trial -ourt follow his general 
vance payment not valid »yje jin crantin respondent’s 
iganst stop notice claimants. j,o:j9n fo idement But in so 
STOP NOTICES — An unexplain- ¢°)2 the court did not give con- 
ed over demand in a stop no- - raion to appeuants cialm 
tice is fatal; the duty is on the ~* 1 advance payments to 
laimant to establish that the ntrac or. While appellant 
excessive demand was due to ncedea that it cost more to 
honest mistake and not to de- mpiete the -ontra t pong he 

sign or carelessness. Inexpendaed Dalance oI the con 
act price, he claimed that. by 

I ted from an opinion by virtue of the advance payment 
J.C.C., rendered June 22, made ry to the contract 
‘alcone v. Pasquale. For ‘*hedu ywner was charge- 

nts — Murray Greims able with sufficien 1oneys to 
pondent irving Sach ymplete the building and satisfy 

J. Pagano, atty plaintiff's claim 

ndent enter int a N.J.S.A. 24:44 yrovides that 
Ulesky where- if the owner pays any mon in 

ge? 1 on- advance of the terms of the con- 

I ell- tract, and the amount remain- 

fl ict ing due the contractor shall be 

e was insufficient to satisfy the notices 

7.2 I ents filed pursuant to 2A 44-77, the 
of construction. owner shall be liable as if no| 

a subcont tor ed such payment had been made 

notice ar iving The prohibition against pay- 

id instituted i ments by the owner in advance 

I he t rk, of the terms of the contract is 
ls were delivered for use not confined to payments to the 
‘ontractor and ibcon- contractor personaliy. It em- 

in advance of the need braces pzyments to anyone. Ad- 

n. The contractor was vance payments to the contrac- 

to pay for the i tor or to materialmen are made 

the work had not yet ne the owner at his peril even 
d to the point where though made in good faith. Thus} 

t was required by appe yments in advance cannot be| 

der the contract, she, on charged against the fund which 

tes of the architect, made should be available for satisfac- 

its to the materi 1en tion of stop notice claims. The 
the contractor. This was owner has no right to fenetion 
good faith to 2p the the scheduled payments and pay 

g and in fact $1140 was a portion of an instalment pre- 

id to appellant licated on the completion of a 
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is fatal Tr dauty is on the Affirmed. 
claimant t and establish 
that the err jue to honest a ‘ Si ———— 
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carelessness 
Reversed emanded for! 


TAR 


dence of an expert who made! 
blood 
principals 


tion, 
the 


exclusion of parentage. 


—Evid 


blood grouping test seeking to 
explain failure to definitely ex- 
clude parentage or to explain 


that 


cation of exclusion, 


miss 
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Eastwood 


23, 195 


Domanow 


: * NON-CANCELLABLE 

Charles A. Re Jr. For appel- 
lant—Jerome J. Heyman (Myron 
Levy, atty New Jersey State Bar Association 

Defend appeals from a 
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Union County Legal Aid 
Society Seeks $10,000 


The Legal Aid Society of 
Union County is seeking $10,000 
in annual subscriptions to con- 
tinue its present legal aid work 
and to open a legal aid office in 
Plainfield or Summit or both. 
The society at present maintains 
an office in the Court House at 
Elizabeth. 

In a letter from Nathan R. 
Leavitt, president of the Society, 
to all the members of the Union 
County Bar Association, with 
which the Society is associated, 
pointed out that the legal 
work must be supported not 
by the members of the Bar 
and the Bar Association, but by 
business men. The letter further 
indicates that the advisability of 





it is 
aid 
only 


taxing every member of the 
Union County Bar Association 
$25.00 was considered but was 
deemed inadvisable and that it 
was determined instead to ask 
every member to enlist the aid 
of and to solicit a few of their 
clients. Subscription cards and 

>t it] ‘The Spon 


distriouted 
the Union 


yn, for this 





Bar “Ass 


ssoclatl 





the Society raised 


$4000. 


ANNOUNCEMENT 


Stanley Gruen and Alan Gold- 
stein have formed a partnership 
for the practice of law with ol- 
fices at 1018 Stuyvesant Ave 


Union. 
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A.B.A.'s Diamond Jubilee At Boston 


With its annual meeting at Boston next month, August 24- 
28, the American Bar Association will observe its 75th anniversary y. 


A more than usually attractive and interesting program has 
geen arranged for the occasion. 

Most significantly, the current issue of the American Bar 
Association Journal indicates that “Liberty Under Law” will be 
the keynote of the Boston meeting. Reginald Heber Smith. co- 
cheirman of the Boston Committee for the Diamond Jubilee 
Meeting, in an address before the editors and publishers of 
Boston newspapers gave this advance information: 

“At tne forthcoming meeting of the American Bar 

Association we lawyers mean to do our level best to devise 

ind propose reforms in the field of law and the admin- 

tration cf justice which will benefit al! the people in our 
nation and which will enable our nation to advance the 
cause of international peace.” 

Surely, every lawyer who regards the law as a profession 
‘father than as a business should want to seize the opportunity 
of participating in such a necessary and vital effort. 

While several hundred New Jersey lawyers and judges are 
members of the Association, relatively only a handful usually 
attend the annual meetings of this national organization of the 
American bar. It is safe to say that by far the great majority of 


New Jersey inembers of the Association have yet to attend their 


first meeting. This is too bad—that is, primarily for those who 
nave vet to attend their first meeting. The meetings offer a great 
deai to the American lawyer. The sessions of the sections and 
committees cover the whole gamut of substantive law fields. 
At these both judges and lawyers are given the opportunity of 
keeping abreast of developments and progress in American law. 
Desirable rezorms and improvements in all fields are discussed 
to the edification of all who attend. But this is only one of the 
features of an American Bar meeting. 

Speakers of national and international renown bring mes- 


sages of importance at the general meetings, dinners and lunch- 
eons held eve:y day of the meeting. These affairs and the planned 
entertainmenr* of the local host associations also provide many 


pleesant occasions for social contacts with fellow lawyers and 
judges from all over the country. Indeed, the attending lawyer 
and judge get a most heartening perspective of the profession 


of law, its administrators and practitioners at these meetings. 
Ot course, many points of view are represented but all have 
fair and equal opportunity for expression. Quite often the pre- 
valence of any particular point of view is due to the fact that 
many members of the Association who hold contrary views fail 
to attend the meetings where they might be counted when im- 
yortant votes at general sessions are taken. 
Any lawyer who has attended A.B.A. meetings will agree 
that the opportunity for a most instructive and enjoyable week 
they offer is quite exceptional and entirely different from local 
or state annual bar meetings. Nor are the enjoyable aspects con- 


fined to members alone. There is a full program for the ladies 
who accompany their husbands or fathers. Teas, tours, fashion 


shows. boat rides and many other special events are offered for 
them while their lawyer-husbands and fathers attend various 
legal meetings. These are in addition to the dinners and dinner- 
dances to which they are also welcome. 
The American Bar Association is the most influential organiza- 
tion cf American lawyers. This is attested by its accomplishments 
in the fields of jurisprudence and judicial and administrative 
procedures, in its continuing efforts in these fields and as the 
spokesman for American lawyers. Its diamond jubilee should 
he the occasion for a special effort on the part of all members 
to participate personally in the celebration of this notable event. 
Prominent Educator Teaches At Rutgers Law School 


California where he served on 


Sheldon D. Elliott, former 
Government and local Bar com- 


Dean of the University of South- 





ern California Law School and mittees. He taught at the Uni- 
uthority on Trade Regulation! versity of Southern California 
and Legislation, is teaching a Law School from 1934 to the 
course in his specialty at the time of his appointment as Dean 


in 1947. He served as Dean for 
five years before his association 
with the New York University 
Law School in 1952. 
taught at the University of Mich- 
igan Law School. 

Rutgers School of Law plans to 
bring to its faculty throughout 
the year distinguished legal ed- 
ucators and practitioners, 
as Professor Elliott, in further- 
ance of its program to maintain 
an outstanding School of Law in 
New Jersey 


ummer 


S session of the Rutgers 
School of Law. 

_Mecently appointed Director of 
the Institute on Judicial Admin- 
istration at the New York Uni- 
versity School of Law, Professor 
Elliott is also president-elect 
and secretary-treasurer of the 
Association of American Law 
Schools. 

Professor Elliott is an alumnus 
of Yale University and the Yale 
University School of Law. He 
was admitted to ractice in 


neh 
Sucil 


He has also} 
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COMMENT AND CRITICISM 
INVITED 








Editor, New Jersey Law Journal: 


The article by Mr. Weintraub 
] week’s Law Journal “Dis- 
ary Proceedings” “based 


the yet unreported deci- 
f the Supreme Court in 
of Rothman & Irving 
a glaring example of 
and is so mani- 


tne Court 


pleading 
and 


vance Com- 





ipressl 





in Rothman & 
d on In re L. R., 








: ars 
azo by a unanimo Ii 
involves the  s: of 
gal ethics. ” on 
fours with 1 rese! "ASE 

f pt here the unet hic al pr ac- 

r i u grande 

000.006 sy ) O € 
1 ef n sa 











r al tle searcl I yn - 
f yt ) the unauthorized 
practice of the law In re Baker 
and Bieber, 8 N. J. 321. Mr 
Weintraub also charged that the 
Court was making a 

75 L. J. 48 ut x tior 
f th ases in other jurisdictions 
nd of the texts will ilso indi- 
cate that this was not so. It was 
sim ‘lv held England by the 
Court alS aS fa 9ack as 
1881 in the case of Abere rombie 


Bench 187 


9s article also 


Jordan, 8 Queens 
Mr. Weintraut 





seeks to create the impression 
that the Supreme Court goes out 
of its way to get cases such as 
this. The Rothman & Irving case 


came before it on the unan 


mous 






but the Su- 









rem did not seek it out. 

N *, Weintraub’s 

tl i that Rothmar 

al g Knew the Court’s de- 

| cis In re L. R., from the 
a S reé lt nN nev ¢c 

was 

ven ) v produced 

sslonal opinions nor did 

as witness. 





they 


but on wh at 








s of fact was not dis- 
Needless to say. such 
as a defense would be a 


us precedent, particu- 


: the Court had spoken 











as ise Of In re L.R. 
N 1 in the article 
th jectionable ad- 
ve ll was published 
IV d Irving after the 
he he Ethies and 
Gi ee had com- 
m respondents 


claim 


ethical 


Stage 
the 





between 
ing and 


Moreover, the closing 
of the hear the argu- 
ment before the Court, a press 
release appeared in the Bergen 
Evening Record announcing that 
the firm of Green Associates was 
prepared to handle all of the 
developers’ problems, including 
“any law problems that might 
rise”. Green Associates was 
located in the same building 
controlled by and 


rvine in 
Irving in 


Rothman 





mortgage ac 
and in 
office. 


which Irving had his law 
Rot hman bad a one-half 
st in Green Associates. Mr. 
raub would not get this 
from reading the opinion, but 

Court in another 
matter. The wonder is not that 
the Court decided as it did but 
that the discipline was not in 
line with the closing paragraph 
of In re L. R.: 





Was berore the 





Cc ondem one are 


yaraea Ss Nnigniy unprofes- 





here 











: iplina proceedi t 
fail to lower the esteem - Ww which 
the Court and the Bar are held 
by non-lawyers. One can well 
imagine what the public 
1S not too free from the 
SOmMer ] ) 


Imes Well 





a1sc 


















are inclined 








lawyers and judges 

to favor lawyers, would think of 
any proposa h would ap- 
peal ) relax li of 


Editor, 


New Jersey Law Journal 

In your Journal of June 25th. 
you reprinted from the Passaic 
County Bar Reporter. a com- 
munication enticingly entitled 
“Kiss of Death’, expressing the 
writer’s disapproval of the New 
Jersey plan to furnish legal aid 
for all indigent defendants in 
criminal cases The _ writer's 
theory was that. because the Bar 
undertook this representation 
ordinarily in rotation, in order 
to spread this professional] bur- 
den equitably, the plan was “a 


little like compelling a dentist to 





operate on an append The 
allusion was to the pres eal sit- 
uation of a conveyancing lawyer 





. J. L. J. Index aes 25) 





assigned to defend one a 
of rape or robbery. 

While this presumption 
appealing to the casual ob 
those acquainted with th 
facts of the matter knory 


any such presumption is 
contrary to fact. 

For instance, years ago 
the New Jersey plan was 
infancy, and the writer 


the State Bench, one of su 


signments was made by 

due course to one of his 
partners, then the dean 
conveyancers of the Esse 
This man naturally came 
Court House in great a 
asking me how. in the n 
Heaven, I expected him 

veyancer, to try a crimin 
at his time of life. To thi 
plied “Now , don't 
cited. Just take the case 
it turns out to be a seri 


in which you think you 
able to do justice for 
fendant, just run up the 


distress, and I'll assigr 
counsel.” So the conve: 
lawyer went ahead, with ° 
of an assigned junior 

of the law schools, to d 
work”. The case turned 
I “run of the mine’ 
desertion, and 

as usual in four out 
on plea. Then, 
had made a fine 
wife desert 
rter had 
at the 


counsel came 


Oo 
fa) 


or wire 







the wife dese 
his just deserts, 
t Court, 
both to present hi 
‘and to thank the Ce 
upon his und 
which, as 
new 
. had the 


rape or 





out look 





to be 
would ha 
ed. Not only was 
tice of the writer, 
practice of all crin 


in New Jersey, inc 


out 
counsel 








ilna 


luding 


County, from which 
of the previous article 
Not only is it thus 


presumed injust 
the New Jerse 
also clear th 
bulk of the 

“run of the mine” wife 
tions and simple 
ordinary lawyer, wi 
any, criminal experience 
competent to give the de 


no such 
curs under 
but it is 
the great 


lar y 
sarce! 


ith 


proper aid, particular]; 
four out of five of the 
go off on plea, as they 


in view of the strength 
State’s case. 

Not only so, but ins‘ 
these assigned civil lawy 
ing their defendants p 
vice, I personally kni 
often have received servi 
the real leaders of the B 





character far beyond 

which the average de 
could possibly pay. In 
know of cases where t 
Signed lawyers have pai 
their own pockets for 


pense of investigation 
trial, and even of an at 
ter trial. The fact that 
the last year for which 
the figures, “Not Guilty 

resulted in 99 trials part 
in by these legal aid law 





that, in addition, they 
the nolle pros of 11 
charges, speaks for its 

Of course, no human 


is perfect—because it dé 
humans. But look at 1! 
natives. Certainly no 

fers the old “Catch- 
can” system, where, 

cases, the Court was 

to assign some lawyer ¥ 
pened to be the c 
at the time. For this ver: 
these igned lawyel 
mostly young and inexp 
attorneys, who desired 
perience to aid in bui! 
their practice. Nor can 

ly be argued that the 

tione!] right of a defen 
have counsel appear in 
fense, should be left tc 


In 


ass 
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there should be no other way. 
has consistently | 
method, | 
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the litiga- 
tices re- 


that Congress 
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mail 
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other 


in 


cure 


b y 


reg 


be|Gregory Case 
that| Congress had reference to when 
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compliance with the statute; and| 
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FOR NOTI CE E 


has refused to extend | 
a defec- | 
yal defect is due to} 
istered 


Commissioner of | 
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mailing a notice of deficiency is Arkansas High Court Withdraws Integration Rule 


in each case.’ 
pointed out in the 
that the address 


a question of fact 
The court 


lit enacted the statute was the ~ 
| taxpayer "s regular or permanent 
address or residence and that the 


|burden was 
| to keep the 
—. of a chan 
| peciz nere 
pong a the 
of a temy 
certain iz 

The Bureau of 
enue has 


upon the taxpayer 
Commissioner ad- 
ige of address, es- 
the last address 
Commissioner was 
ry nature and un- 
duration. 







Internal Rev- 


never prescribed a 











statutory Internal Revenue, a deficiency ;specific way for the taxpayer to 
notice was returned undelivered | kee; rmed of a change in 

after | - sent by registered|address, but since the statute 

mail what the Commissioner] states that the Commissioner 

presumed to be the correct ad-;Should inform the taxpayer of a 

dress. The same notice re- | deficien y registered mail, it 

known ad- mailed by ordinary mail t -|seems th if the taxpayer used 
ferent address where tax-|the same ling procedure to 

yayer The | advis« eau of a change of 
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Case” where a no- 
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the year of the 
sufficient even 
ent address had 
a return for a 
before the defi- 
tl rlier year 
this case, the tax- 


from Brooklyn, 


ficiency to 
; although 
i returns 
in Califor- 
1e Commis- 
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sioner lied with 
lthe stat se mere identity 
‘of names i return does not 
| necessarily render it Known to 
the Commi Notice was 
lsent to known address” 
_{as far -ords of the Com- 
| missioner I ‘oncerned and 
‘Section 272 (k) had been fully 
adhered By not making sure 
that the Bureau knew of the Cal- 
ifornia add: he taxpayers’ 
petition A filed after the 
|ninety-day riod had expired 
jand sustained the 
| Commis iotion of dis- 
| missal lé jurisdiction 
The court noted that the name 
of Marcus 1 t uncommon in 





the part 
_|area f 


were 





cat 


It has 
that decisi 
jurisdict 
tion of isc 
heavily on the 
the case. I: 





Ww ele “*e v.  Sehett- 





zer,” th were somewhat 
similiar to the Marcus case, but 
the court d that the Commis- 
sioner had < 1 notice of the 
taxpayer 1ange of address, 
and notice mailed to an address 
igiven on the old returns for 
dagen ] ficienc} 
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was 1 nt statutory 
| notice. In anotl nstance, the 
|Commissioner was said not to 
| have sent ice of deficiency to 
ithe taxpa last known ad- 


agents of the 


el atces when th 
|Commissioner seized the taxpay- 












ler’s prem nd denied him the 
| right to enter upon the property. 
| ‘The facts. st ed that after 
seizure, the taxpayer gave the 
lagents another a >Ss where 
he could be contacted, but i 
ispite of th formation the 
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‘ Upholds Validity But 
Bows to Lawyer’s Vote 


“TITTLE ROCK (ACCN)—In a 
unanimous supplemental opin- 
ion, the Arkansas Supreme 
court withdrew its April 27 order 
calling for integration of the 
Arkansas bar through the for- 
mation of a new professional 
organization to which all licens- 
ed lawyers in the state would be 
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filled simply by charity. As to the 
Public Defender plan, one must 
bear in mind several real dis- 
advantages. 

In Connecticut, a state sub- 
stantially smaller than New Jer- 
sey, the annual cost of the Pub- 
lic Defender system is some $30.- 
000 a year. Should our presently 
over-burdened taxpayers be 
saddled with any such addition- 
al burden, if same is not nec- 
essary? Next, this Public Defend- 
er must necessarily have, not 
only daily, but almost hourly, 
association with the prosecutor. 
This association must naturally 
result, even with the best in- 
tentioned public officials, in an 
intimacy that may well prejudice 
that independence of judgment 
so requisite in counsel who are 
defending an individual’s liberty 
Indeed, this is the very viewpoint 
expressed to the writer in a let- 
ter from a member of the Bar 
in a large American city, where 
the Public Defender system has 
long been in effect. Finally, if 
the Public Defender system be- 
comes involved in political pat- 
ronage, the results may well be 
disastrous. 

In short, that the New Jersey 
plan to give legal aid to indigent 
criminal defendants is a just 
one to the Bar, to the defendant, 
to the “junior’’, with its practi- 
cal experience, and to the Bench, 
is clear. That another plan would 
be an improvement is extremely 


doubtful. The New Jersey Bar 
may therefore take pride in the 


fact that every year its members, 
without undue personal burden, 
equitably assume the defense of 
well over a thousand indigent 
defendants in criminal cases, 
purely as a public service by 
the profession. 

Sincerely yours, 

Richard Hartshorne 


required to belong. 

The only point of law raised in 
the rehearing petition was the 
contention thatintegration 
would be unconstitutional. Jus- 
tice Smith wrote that this argu- 
ment “is wholly without merit.” 

Reversal of the original inte- 
gration order was based solely on 
the desire of a majority of the 
state’s lawyers as reflected in a 
court-conducted poll in June in 
which 1,004 voted against inte- 
gration and 485 for integration. 

As to the contention in the 
rehearing petition that integra- 
tion of the bar would violate a 
state constitutional amendment 
outlawing the closed shop, Jus- 
tice Smith wrote: 


“It is said that a bar associa- 
tion is a labor union and that 
therefore an integrated bar 


would be a closed shop, in viola- 


tion of amendment 34 to the 
constitution. 
“This argument is wholly 


without merit. Labor unions are 
organized primarily for the pur- 
pose of bargaining with man- 
agement in the matter of wages, 
hours of employment, working 
conditions, etc. A professional 
organization such as a bar asso- 
ciation does not represent its 
members in these matters and 
bargains with no one. It is ob- 
viously not a labor union.’ 
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Misdirected Deficiency Notice | 





address was “2 West 86'Street.” 
The court also pointed out that 
if the taxpayer could have shown 
that the Commissioner had ac- 


(Continued from page 5) 


Commissioner sent the deficien- 
notice to the old address. 


Cy 
























If the notice is sent to an ad-|tnal knowledge of her new ad- 
dress other than the correct one, dress its decision might be dif- 
the taxpayer may waive the ir-! ferent. 
regularity by filing a petition’ Many times corporations con- 
with the Tax Court within the coliqate, and as a result the no- 
statutory period asking the court tice may be sent to the wrong 
to determine the case on its mer- address. The court has held that 
its. In one cas se, the Commis- upon the consolidation of two or 
sioner sent the deficiency notice more corporations and the as- 
to the wrong address, and due sumption of all obligations, in- 
to the delay in receiving the mis- ¢]yding federal taxes. by the 
directed notice, the taxpayer successor corporation, the prop- 
filed his petition with the Tax er address for the mailing of the 
Court on the ninety-first day in- notice is the successor corpora- 
t he ninetieth day. tion.* Where the Bureau received 

< Court refused to take a consolidated income tax return 
ion and credit the delay of two or more corporations, the 

) the favor of the taxpayer. The court has construed it to be an 
ourt said the Commissioner is assertion and admission rf 
equ to exercise reasonable identity of interests so that 
care and diligence in ascertain- ti-e of a t; nev a Sse 

ind m 1 deficiency no- to one of corporations will 
tice to the address. How he sufficient notice to both, and 
far tl on will allow the the court will have jurisdiction.” 
time f a petition with the Sometimes the notice of defi- 
Tax Court to be stretched beyond ciency is sent to the taxpayer’s 
the me allotted by statute is counsel. is procedure is often 
not known. followed when the taxpayer has 

The status of a taxpayer in a notified the Commissioner that 
business sense may have a bear- he has executed a power of at- 
ing on what his correct last torney authorizing another per- 
known address is. For instance, son to receive all his tax corres- 
in Desetaienones v. Rosenheim,” pondence. The court will not 
notice to the taxpayer was sent construe the mere execution of 
by registered mail informing her a power of attorney to constitute 
ot her transferee liability. The a request for a change of address 


notice was addressed to “2 West unless the instrument specifical- 


86 Street, New York, New York”, ly authorizes the person named 
but she had moved from this ad- in the instrument to receive a 
dress five years earlier, and made notice of deficiency.* In one 
her residence at 225 Central Park case,” it was held that proper 
Wes!, New York, New York. The notice of a change of address 
Tax Court said the notice had was not given when a power of 
not been sent to her last Known attorney was executed designa- 
address; but upon appeal the de- ting another address for the tax- 
cision was reversed and the Tax payer and directing that “all cor- 


C told to assume jurisdiction. respondence, documents, war- 


yurt 





The appellate court pointed out rants and other data” in connec- 

that by reading Section 311 (e), tion with taxation (but not re- 

oncerning a transferee’s liabil- ferring specifically to a notice 

ty, and Section 272 (a) together, of deficiency) be sent to care of 

hat the original notice was sent certain attorney whose address 

to the om known address as appeared in the instrument. In 

-ontemplated by Section 311 (e) this narticular case, the Commis- 

which refers to the last known sioner mailed the original notice 

address of the transferee as to the taxpayer’s home and a 
disclosed by the books of the copy to the attorney. 

transferor company, and on the In a very recent case,” the 

cooks of the transferor her Commissioner, having full know- 

ro ledge of the taxpayer’s cor- 

eomaniaais »,, rect address, sent a deficiency 

A. 10 ; PS NEAP notice to the taxpayer’s attorney. 

1 Ke si Fed. id) 448. 1, The notice was in the usual form, 

Te as i its inside address was to “Dr. 





Kirk Stewart, 904 Stroth Build- 
ing, Detroit, Michigan,” the tax- 
payer. It was enclosed in an en- 
velope addressed to the taxpay- 
er’s attorney, Mel W. Werden, 
7310 Woodward Avenue, Detroit, 
Michigan. Later, within the sta- 
period, the taxpayer filed 
is petition with the Tax Court 
for a redetermination of the de- 
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ficiency. Later the taxpayer con- 
tended that the court did not 
have jurisdiction to hear the 


case on its merits because the 
notice was mailed to his attorney 


and not to him as required by 
statute. The Tax Court agreed 
and dismissed the proceeding for 






lack of jurisdiction. The United 
States Court of Appeals reversed 
the decision and stated that the 
Tax Court did have jurisdiction 
because the taxpayer, by filing a 

tion “and asking the Tax 
Cour ) rule on the merits of 





thereby 





naa 





CF TECHNICAL 
DEFECT 


VAIVER 





In imber of cases, the Com- 
mis er has sent a notice of 
*y to the taxpayer; but 

1e to sor 1 or irregulé urity 
1as the notice does 

yt s With the sta- 
tute, therefore, the Tax 





Court does not have jurisdiction 


Some of these instances have al- 
ready been mentioned such as, 


address or person, 
the Court has de- 
hatever technical 
exist ed in sending the no- 


sent to wrong 
etc. Sometimes 
-lared that, w 


defect 


tice to the taxpayer, he clearly 
waived the de fect by later filing 
a petition th the Court and 
seeking redetermination in his 


f asserted deficiency.” 


the 


lavor 











1al immaterial defects in the 

Sivir of the required notice 
have been disregarded when it 
ppeared that the notice actual- 

iched the taxpayer. In one 

ise the court decided that it 

had jurisdiction to hear the case 
on its merits even though a 
ig error was made in the 

reet address. The court went on 

to say that the taxpayer was not 


harmed if the letter was actually 
delivered within a _ reasonable 
time to the proper address.* In 


reviewing the decisions, it seems 
that even though the notice was 
misdirected the court will as- 
sume jurisdiction of the case if 
the spirit and purpose of the sta- 
tute have been complied with;” 
but, of course, it is not always 
easy to decide what the court 
will consider to be compliance. 


In conclusion, I believe one 
could say on the authority of 
several recent® cases that the 


purpose of Section 272 is to make 
sure the taxpayer has an oppor- 
tunity to have his tax liability 
reviewed by the Tax Court and if 
the Commissioner sends a notice 
of deficiency to the taxpayer 

it affords him this opportunity, 
then the jurisdictional require- 
ments have been complied with. 
On the basis of the opinion in 
the Kirk Case the court will not 
demand a literal construction of 
the statute concerning notice. 
the other hand, if the tax- 


paver receives a misdirected no- 


tice and decides it will be to his alee 

A = “enjoying the bounties grant 
advantage taxwise to insist that ) tn. jow-rent hae ” ill ener Long Term, Low R-te 
the court does not have jurisdic=| oe ee ee eee 
ig swndetascmip gel sei es However, he asserted, what con- INDUSTRIAL FINA (| ’ 
ee Seen ene ae “gress “actually” did was to ex- v 


with the statute, the 


that “by filing a 


clude all persons “who are mem- secured by 
bers of organizations designated @ Chattel Mortg’s on Equip 
as subversive by the attorney @ Accounts Receiv ble 
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preme Court Justice M. Henry utionality of the mar 
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federally-aided, a legislative 
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and regulations of the federal 
public housing administration, 





























the New York City Housing au- 
thority last December adopted MAC SIE 
a resolution requiring all pres- Announcements 
ent or prospective nants to 2 ya a 
ive such certificates. Max Klayman has 
Mrs. Rebecka Peter a ten- Off to 10 Commerc 
ant in Williams ccuue a Newark 2, for the ger 
low-rent projec n Brooklyn, tice rf W 
u of he and 
ground that the 
‘tion was “capri- 
iry and unreason- 
w York City Hous- 
y operates 18 such 
cts containing 19,- 
f A spokesman for 
he agency said approximately ue in tl 
9 per cent of the tenants had practice of law, with hi 
signed certificates of non-mem- jate M. R. Montgomery 
bership Se eee 
Obviously} Justice Martus- Peter R. Fornabai 
) dec arec government y Pints MG rman anni 
. en ae “ _ Provide | tormation of a part 
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Iting laa ~ 4 c la VUid 
Pr ; the firm name of Fornabai 2 
ea eo eee means ii ane A 
i nnot arbitrarily prevent pojewooc 
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inv these statutorily created har 
privileges. Nor can make the _ It is seldom that a 
privilege of their continuance , 2&cause he Nas not the 
succeed. Usually failu 


dependent 
would 
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of their constitutional rights. centage of his actual r 
“The Fifth amendment. in the 600d Business. 

field of federal activity, and the <= (oe ease ame — 

Fourteenth, with respect to state 

action, do not prohibit govern- 
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Somerset County 


Judge 


der 19 


August 6 and 13. 


August 20 and 27; and Sep- 


Chiaravalli: August 1! 


— County 
Judge Schenk: July 27 
Judge Hunt: August 10 and 24. 
Union County (Sitting at Elizabeth) 
Judge Barger: July 30. 
Judge Borden: August 12 and September 
Fulop: August 27 
Hopkins: August 5 


Judge Hughes: August 20 

Warren se y 

Judge Shipman—Phillipsbu J ) ar Augu 6 
3€ dere: July 16 


ity will retain 35 per cent of 
receipts, with the res f 


retirement fund. 


he 


into the 
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